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NOTES  ON  THE  STATE  CENSUS  OF  POPULATION  1975; 
CONFIRMATION  OF  THE  REVIVAL  OF  BOSTON 
AS  A  PLACE  TO  LIVE 


The  revival  of  Boston  as  a  place  to  live  is  but  one  of 
the  important  findings  of  the  recently  reported  Massachusetts 
State  Census  of  1975.   Please  see  the  attached  clippings, 
tables,  maps,  and  charts. 

1.  Boston  Globe  news  clipping  of  mid-January  1976  shows 
"preliminary"  1975  Boston  population  figures,  and 
comparisons  with  1971,  the  previous  State  Census 
year; 

2.  Table  "City  of  Boston  Population  -  1971  and  1975; 
State  Census"  shows  "final"  numbers  for  the  City 
for  1975,  and  composition  by  BRA  "planning  districts"; 

3.  Chart  "Neighborhood  Patterns  of  Population  Change  in 
the  City  of  Boston,  1971-1975"  shows  important  features 
of  population  change; 

-  emergence  of  the  neighborhoods  of  young  singles, 
young  marrieds  and  elderly,  (Back  Bay,  Beacon  Hill, 
Fenway,  Kenmore,  Allston,  Brighton,  and  Central 
Area) ,  as  the  principal  population  growth  area  of 
the  City,  reflecting,  principally,  growth  in  the 
young  adult,  middle-class  population; 

-  modest  gains  in  the  population  of  older  neighborhoods 
(East  Boston,  Charlestown,  South  Boston,  and  South 
Dorchester)  after  substantial  losses  in  the  1950s 
and  1960s; 

-  a  continued,  though  reduced,  loss  of  population  in 
the  inner-  city  neighborhoods,  (losses  in  Roxbury, 
gains  in  South  End) ; 

-  a  stabilization  of  population  in  the  inner  suburbs, 
(gains  in  Mattapan  balancing  losses  in  Jamaica  Plain 
and  North  Dorchester) ; 
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-  stabilization  of  population  in  the  suburban 
type  neighborhoods;   and 

-  no  evidence  of  white  flight; 

4.  Map  of  Boston  neighborhoods  ■ 

5.  Table  "Population  of  the  Boston  Metropolitan  Area, 
1971  and  1975",  showing  that  the  1971-75  rate  of 
population  growth  in  Boston  equalled  that  of  the  metro 
area  as  a  whole. 


n         HI* 


o 


y  Michael  Kcnney 
;oce  Staff 

Eoston's  population  Is  holding 
;23(iy,  according  to  preliminary  fig- 
■es  from  the  1075  state  census. 

Massachusetts  State  Secretary 
'flul  Guzzi  said  the  preliminary  re- 
•ew  of  the  figures  shows  Boston's 
■.ipulation  to  be  636,969  —  an  in- 
tense of  14,505  over  the  1371  state 
insus  count,  but  still  4102  under 
ve  1970  Federal  census  count. 

•  Guzzi,  in  on  interview,  said  that 

ti  apparent  fluctuation  of  the  city's 
ppulation  could  be  attributed  to 
liferent  criteria  used  in  making 
e:h  of  the  three  counts. 

Although  he  stressed  that  the 
furcs  compiled  by  Boston  officials 
r:st  still  be  audited  and  reviewed, 
Czzi  said,  -They  make  an  impor-  I 
tit  statement.  They  seem  to  show 
libiUty." 

Preliminary  figures  released  ear- 
■:  by   Guzzi   showed   Cape   Cod's 

ppulation  up  some  40  per- 
cit  and  other  suburban 
j:3S  up  almost  as  high. 
E lures  from  other  urban 
a  as  such  as  Lawrer.cc- 
L  veil.  Fall  River-New 
Eiford  and  the  cities 
s  rounding  Boston  have 
ti  been  made  available 
a  yet. 

luzzi  made  a  ward-by- 
vrd  breakdown  of  the 
ti)  state  counts  available 
El  they  siiow  a  sharp  up- 
tm  in  the  South  End- 
Eicon  Hill-Back  Bay 
s  a  and  a  sharp  down- 
Uri  in  five  Roxbury- 
i\-th  Dorchester  wards. 

jn  Wards  4  and  5  (South 
It-Beacon  Hill-Back 

B#)  the  population  in-  . 
:nsed  by  7206  between 
i  two  counts.  The  two 
v iis  contain  large  num- 
ii:  of  students  and  young 
v  king  people. 

luzzi  said  that  m  .ch  of 
li  increase  could  be  at- 
nuted  to  the  fact  that  in 
!'.,  the  .stale  census 
rlel'iM'-'s  called  for  stil- 
us tn  be  counted  at 
Ir    parents'     home     ;nl- 

!:;,  i;:i!ici-  than  in  ilor- 
Eics  or  in  student 
arncrils. 


Boston  actually  din 
count  student.-,  in  technical 
violation  of  the  state 
guidelines,  but  Guzzi  said, 
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"it    was    on    a    haphazard 
basis." 

This  year  the  slate  cen- 
sus guidelines  more  closely 
follow  the  Federal  guide- 
lines which  "count  people 
wherever  iiie>  are,"  Guzzi 
said. 

Based  on  court  rulings, 
Guzzi  said,  students  and 
persons  living  in  institu- 
tions— ccLegc-  dormitories, 
military  bases,  hospitals 
and  nursing  homes — were 
given  a  choice  of  being 
counted  where  they  actu- 
ally were  located  when 
the  census  count  w_s 
taken,    or    at    what    they 

cons'dercd  their  perma- 
nent address. 

Guzzi  was  unable,  how- 
ever, to  account  for  the 
overall  drop  of  5758  in  the 
Roxbury-North  Dorches- 
ter wards. 

By  contrast  to  th.  Eaa- 
coiv  Hill-Back  Bay  and 
Roxbury-North  Dorches- 
ter areas,  other  parts  of 
the  city  showed  an  overall 
population  stability. 

The  two  South  Boston 
wards,  for  example, 
showed  a  net  decrease  of 
TA  persons,  while  the  city's 
larger*  ward  —  Ward  IS 
which    comprises    Matta- 

pt.n,  Ilydo  Park  and  Ros- 
linciale  —  went  up  oniy 
2208  persons,  from  61,395 
to  63,604.  The  large  West 
Roxbury  Ward  20  went  up 
by  just  470  persons. 

Guzzi  noted  that  the 
state  census  results  seem 
to  parallel  results  obtained 
in  a  Federal  census  sample 
taken  earlier  this  year. 

In  a  survey  of  the  na- 
tion's eight  largest  metro- 
politan areas,  only  three 
—  Boston,  San  Francisco 
and  Washington  — 
fhov/od  r.rt  gains  between 
lti7ii  and  1073. 

f!:»  yr-rt,  according  to  th* 
Kc. ;■::.;!  survey  increased 
it:,  papulation  by  four- 
ten'hj  of  a  percent. 


tjostou  census  ngures 

H-'-e  arc  (ho  [rd.nvr.rry  li'j'jres  tor  Bostcn  'rem  thn  (075  slate 
census.  comp.Ti'i!  warrl-by-ward  v.-lli  fits  1071  stale  census 
cou.-.!.  They  cannot  ho  compared  v.-ilii  tho  1970  Fedcrsl  ansuz 
count  because  the  stale  counts  by  war;!',  and  precincts  v.-hilo  the 
Fcacral  count  is  made  by  "census  tracts"  —  the  areas  do  not  al- 
ways match  up. 
WARD 

1 — Hast  Boston 

2— Charles  town 

3— North  End 

4  — South  End 

5— Beacon  Hill-Beck  Bav  ' 

6— South  Boston 

7— South  Boston 

8— Roxbury 

S— Roxbury 
I0— Roxbury 
11— Roxbury 
1 2— Roxbury 

13— Roxbury-North  Dorchester 
14— Roxbury— North  Dorchester 
15— Dorchester 
15— Oorchester 
17— Dorchester 
18— Mattapan-Hydfl  Park 

Rosundale 
19— Jamaica  Plain 
20— West  Roxbury 
21— Sr.ghton-Allston 
22— Sr:ghton 
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By  contrast,  the  city's 
population  rose  two-tenths 
of  a  percent  between  the 
1971  and  1075  state  cen- 
suses. 

Guzzi  said  that  although 
no  formal  "appeal"  proce- 
dure exists,  his  office  is 
interested  in  hearing  from 
any  community  groups 
which  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve their  area  has  been 
under-  or  over-counted. 

"We  haven't  set  up  a 
formal  system  for  thes-2 
concerns,"  ha  said,  "but  if 
wa  hear  them,  we'll  go 
back  ovc-r  ;ho  figures  and 
check  chem  against  hous- 
ing starts  and  demolitions 

in  a  a  attempt  to  find  out 
what's  happened." 

Guzzi  said  that  Boston's 
co:;iit  will  not  bo  certified 
as  final  by  itself  b<cau.;r. 
of     tho     possibility     that 

someone  picked  tip  hi  tins 
count  still  wants  to  bo  re- 
corded as  living  in  another 
community  —  or  vice 
versa. 

Th-»  entire  census  h  ex- 


1971 

1975 

Difference 

37,404 

33.273 

+  869 

14,937 

16.S36 

+  1349 

21,035 

24.478 

+  3443 

23.G02 

23.379 

+  4777 

23,500 

40.929 

+  2429 

20,108 

19.923 

-180 

24,323 

.  24,430 

+  102 

13,913 

12.170 

-1743 

11,414 

13,043 

+  1599 

22.994 

21.127 

•  -16G7 

22.043 

21.437 

-1156 

21.CE4 

19,845 

•  -2019 

25.9C9 

23.432 

-2427 

39,655 

41,520 

+  1855 

21.941 

20.954 

-977 

23.955 

23.744 

-211 

23,975 

30.755 

+  1309 

61.39S 

63.604 

+  2208 

29,063 

28.219 

-844 

45,165 

45,535 

+  470 

39. "54 

43.193 

+  3193 

2---.318 

29,893 

+  £"0 

:''.'.4a4 

536.959 

+  14.505 

pected  to  bo  complete  by 
year's  end,  and  Guzzi  ex- 
pects that  the  final  figures 
will  show  3oma  increase  in 
the  state's  total  population 
—  "but  notliing  dramatic." 
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MARRIEDS,  ELDERLY 

INNER   SUBURBS 
OLDER 


•ton'redevelopment  authority 


INNER  CITY 


OUTER   SUBURBS 


NEIGHBORHOODS 

I  EAST  BOSTON 

2  CHARLESTOWN 

3  SOUTH  BOSTON 

4  CENTRAL- NORTH  END 

5  BACK  BAY-  BEACON  HILL 

6  SOUTH  END 

7  FENWAY- KENMORE 

8  ALLSTON- BRIGHTON 

9  JAMAICA  PLAIN- 
PARKER  HILL 

10  WASHINGTON   PARK- 
MODEL  CITY 

Ua  NORTH  DORCHESTER 

lib  SOUTH   DORCHESTER 

I2R0SLINDALE 

13  WEST  ROXBURY 

14  HYDE  PARK 

15  MATTAPAN- FRANKLIN 
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